Information Raguirement for Anteen Township
Exhibil 24-1. Rasponse o PUA Summary Repost {07-15-14)

PCA Summary Report for Audit Dade of July 15, 2014

Antrim Township is providing the below response in Sections 12.1 and 12.2 of the PCA Summary
Heport for the Pretreatment Compliance Audit that was conducted July 15, 2014, The findings of the
Summary Report are shown below and nurnbered according to how they were pressnted in the repirn
with Antrim's response indicated by fafics.

12, Summary of Requiremanis and Recommendations

Listed below are requirsments and recommendations resulting from the audit of the Township's
pretreatment program. For more specific information pertaining to each comment, see the cited
sections ofthe reporl.

12,1 Reguiremenis

1. According to Township personnel, the Township is evaluating its local fimits and recently
submitted #is local imits report 1o EPA Region 3. The Township must foliow the aporoval
procedures for pratreatment program modifications at 40 CFR 403.18(c). {Section 4,
Pretreatment Program Modifications).

The Township’s revised Local Limits were accepted by EPA and foflowed the approval
procedures for pretreatrent program modifications outlined at 40 CFF 403.18(c) as
docurnented in EPA Fublic Notice Number PA-400-8GC. {Attachment 1)

As a result of finding from both the interview and Bl review portions of the audit, the audit
team tound discrepancies in the Township's SUQ. It is recommended that the Township
address each of these issuss. Please note that any changes in the SUO as a resulf of
correcting these discrepancies must be reported to the Approval Authority In acoordance with
45 CFR 403.18. (Section 5, Legal Authorityl.

3

The Township is in the process of reviewing its Sewer Use Ordinance and witl make
modifications as necessary. Changes made 10 the SUQ wilf be reported to the Approval
Authorily in accordance with 40 CFF 403.18. See also response to Requirement #5.

3. During the imerview, Township personne! indicated that they had no ClUs. The Township's
2013 annual report and the subsequent site visit to Grove-Manitowoo Crane, howsver,
revealed that the facility is a CIU subject to 40 CFR Part 433, The Township is required to
improve its procedures for characterizing its nondomestic dischargers fo ensure proper
categorization and proper implementation of categorical standards. (Section 8, Nondomestio
Discharger ldentification Characterization).

The Township has added Section B.13 o their Industrial User Wastewater Discharge
Application which requires g response from the application as fo if a site inspection has
oceurred, and if so the U is 1o provide date of the inspection, names of individuals present for
the inspection and their affiiation [Attachment 2). The purpose of this is to ensure that a site
inspection has been or will be performed to confinm the accuracy of the information provided
by the U on the application and ensure the IU is correctly characterized. In addition, Antrim
has hired a consultant to assist in the review of IU applications and to participate in 1t
inspections lo confirm that what was reported by the I in the 1 appfication is accurate and
lo correctly characterize the s,

4, The Township incorrectly permitted Grove-Manitowoc Crane as a non-categorical SIU.
Therefore, the Township is required to revise Grove-Manitowos Crane's permit to incorporate
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information Raguirement for Antrim Township
Exhiblt 24-1; Response o PCA Summarny Fsport (07-15-14}

all federal pretreatment standards and requirements for 40 CFR Part 433 facilities. {Sechon
7.1 Facility Classification).

Grove's I permit expired 12-31-2015 and the Township is currently in the process of issuing
a revised permit, The Township received a completed Industrial User Wastewater Discharge
Application and provided comments on the information submitted. A draft permit was issued
in February 2075 to the iU for review. As a result of the findings provided in this PCA
Summary Feport, the draft will be revised to incorporate appficable federal pretreatment
standards as per 40 OFR Part 433 for Metal Finishing.

The file reviews of Grove-Manitowoee Crane and Eldorado Stone revealed that the local imils
in the permils are not consistent with the local fimits established in the SUQ. Therefore, the
Township is required 1o review its SUO and its local limits development document to
determine how the established local imits must be applied and revise the SiU permits
gccordingly. i the Township wishes to apply both daily maximum and monthly averags local
Hmits, it tust ensure that it has established adenuate legal authority to do so. (Section 7.2.1,
Daily Maximurm and Monthly Average Limits),

Itis unciear as to why the local fimits in the Sl permits are inconsistent with the lfocal limils
sstablished in the SUQ. The §iU Permits for Grove and Eldorado Stone will be amended to
be consistent with the currently effective local limits that are established in the SUO. The
current SUO contains a uniform concentration local fimit; however in March 2016 the
Township received Board approval to revise the SUQ fo reflect adoption of the MAIL in place
of the uniform concentration fimit, Antrim was notified by EPA that this change o adopt the
MAIL in ey of the unifform concentration limit constitutes a major modification to is
pretreatment program, and therefore the approval procedures cutlined at 40 UFH Part
403.18(c) will be followed fo obtain approval. After approval is granted, Antrim will aflocale
the MAIL on an industry-by-industry basis via the SIU permits. The Township intends 1o apply
dafly maximum local limits through the SilJ Permits as per the recommendations set forth in
EPA's Local Limits Development Guidance (July 2004} and EPA’s Industrial User Permilting
Guidance Manual {Septernber 2013). For those industries classified as categorical, 1L permit
krnits witi also include the applivable frequency as per federal categorical pretreatment
standards. Due 1o other changes to the SUQ that need to be addressed as pointed out in this
Audit Fepont, ali changes to the SUO will be compiled and acted on at one time and will be
reported fo the Approval Authority as per 40 CFR 403.18.

Both permits reviewed contain total suspended solids {TSE] local limits that are less stringent
than the TSS limit established in the Township's SUQ. Section 111.8 of the SUQ, which sts
the Townships local's fimits, does not discuss allowance of alternative local limits derived on
a case-by-case basis. Therefore, the local limits for TSS in both permits are incorrect and the
Township is required to revise the permits {o include the TSS astablished in the SUQ.
{Saection 7.2.2, Total Suspended Solids)

The Township will amend both SIU Permits to reflect current local fimits estabiished in the
Township's SUO.

The Eldorade Stone permit contains insufficient self-monitoring requiremnents. Therefore, the
Township is required to revise Eidorado Stone's permit to require monitoring for all pollutants
of concern at least once every six months. {Section 7.3, Sampling Reguirements).

Eidorado Stone’s permit will be amended to include limits for alf focal limit polfutants and will
inciude a monitaring frequency of at least 176 months for those poliutants.

Both of the permits reviewed contained incomplete sample focation descrigtions. The
statement in the permit regarding sample location is a placeholder for a sample ncation
schematic and description, but the permit does not include any schematics or descriptions of
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Exhibit 24-1; Rasponss to PCA Summary Feport {7-15-14)

the applicable sampling location. Therefore, the Township is required 1o revise all 81U permits
to include an adequate sample location description. {Section 7.4, Sample Location).

Alf SHJ permits will be amended to include a detafied sample location description, photo of
the sample location, and o identify ihe sample location on a schematic of the facility.

The Grove-Manitowoe Crane permit does not include the requirement 1o devalop and
implement a shig discharge control plan. The Township previously determined that such a
plan was necessary and therelore, the facility's permit must contain the requirements o
comtrol siug discharges [40 CFR 403.8(1) (1) (B} (8)] and the Township must ensure that the
SiU develop and implement the shug discharge control plan. {Section 7.5, Slug Discharge
Control Bequiremenis).

Grove included a copy of their PPC Plan with their completed Industrial Wastewater
Discharger Application materials that they submitted to the Township in Novernber 2014
{Attachment 3). The PPC Plan contains a *Contingency Plan for Hazardous Material Spills”
which covers slug discharges. The Township is in the process of reviewing this Plan to
determine if it contains the required elements of a slug dischdrge controf plan per 40 CFR
403 8(H{2)vi). Once approved, the Township will provide reference 1o this Plan in Grove's
draft 1t} perrmit,

The Township is not requiring Grove-Manitowoe Crans to comply with all applicable
prefreatment standards and regquirements. The Township is required 1o revise Grove-
Manitowor Crane's permit to include afl applicable requirements and ensure that the faciity
complies with alf pretreatment standards and requirements. {Section 8, Application of
Pretreatrment Btandards and Requirements and Section 8.3, Facility Site Visits Conducted
During the Audit),

See response to Requirement #4.

The Township has not permitted or conducted the appropriate compliance raonitoring of one
of its Bils, Mountain View Landfil. The Township is required to regulate the discharger
accordingly, which includes issuing the facility a permit and sonducting required compliance
sampling and inspections. (Section B, Application of Pretreatment Standards and
Regquirements),

The Township is in the process of issuing an U permit fo Mountain View Landill. The
Township received a completed I Wastewater Discharge Application from Mountain View
Landfill in May 2015, The application was reviewed and comments were provided tfo
Mountain View in August 2015 regarding additional information required in order o satisfy the
Township's requirements. A response 1o these comments was received from the Landfill in
March 2016, The Township is currently reviewing their response and anlicipates 18SLNg A
Draft SHJ permit in the coming moniths.

Attachment 4 contains a copy of the Landfill's IU Wastewater Discharge Permit Application
and folfow-up correspondence.

The Township did not conduet any compliance sampling of its permitted SiUs in 2013, This
contradicts the information in the Township's 2013 annual report that states Grove-Manitowae
Crane and Eldorado Stone "was sampled by Antrim Township via Frankiin Arnalytical by splif
sample.” The Township is required 1o review s procedures and frequencies for compliance
sampling and ensure that it complies with compliance monitoring requirements at 40 CFR
403.8(1) (2} {v). The Township is also required to correct and resubmit s 2013 annual report
o EPA Region 3. {Ssction 9 .1, Compliance Sampling).
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i order to improve upon the Township's procedures for compfiance sampiing, the Township
wilf conduct its compliance sampling as part of its annual inspection for each SIU. Also,
effective immediately, the Township will begin to use a new Il inspection Form during the
site inspections that has a section refated to IU monitoring. Section F of the IU inspection
form contains a series of questions pertaining to compliance monitoring including i sampling
was conducted during the site inspection and if the samples were sphit with the IU. A copy of
the U inspection Form is included as Attachment 5, see Section F of the attachment

pertaining to monitoring.

The file review revealed that the Township is using incorrect sample analysis methods for
cyanide and phenoclics. The Township is required to review its sample analysis methods and
ansure that analysis for cyanide and phenolics, as well as all other poliutants, is performed in
compiiance with the methods listed at 40 CFR Part 136. (Section 9 .1, Compliance
Sampling}.

Folfowing the Audit, Antrim changed labs and corrected the methods used for ifs local limits
testing for cyanide and phenolics. A review of the methods ALS Environmental Labs uses for
Antrim’s Local Limits testing was conducted. This review confirmed that ALS js using EPA-
approved test methads for alf of the local limit parameters per 40 CFH Part 136, A copy of the
jab report from the 2015 47 Quarter Local Limits testing is included as Attachment 6 showing
adherence o EPA-approved test methods. Antrim will remain vigilant in reviewing the lab
reports to ensure EPA-approved test methods continue to be used.

The Township failed to collect compliance sampies for all poliutants of concern during its
compliance sampling events at Eldorado Stone and Grove-Manitowoe Crane. The Township
is required 1o collect compliance samples for all pollutants of concern as established in sach
Sif's permit at least once per year as required at 40 CFR 403 8(f} {2) (v). (Section § .1,
Compliance Sampling).

Effective immediately, the Township will collect compliance samples for gl potiutants of
concern during compliance sampling events of its SlUs. All pollutants of concern established
in each SHSs permit, including the most recently adopted jocal limit pollutants, wilf be
sampled at least once per year,

The compliance sample results provided by the Township did not include chain-of-custody
forms or otherwise document the procedures used to collect the compliance samples. The
Township is required to review and document its sample collection procedures, sampis
preservation methods, and quality assurance procedures to ensure that they can
demonstrate that the resulls of thelr compliance sampies are admissible in enforcement
proceedings o judicial actions as required at 40 CFR 403.8(1{2){vil). Also, the Township
must document records of moniforing activities as specified at 40 CFR 403.12{0). (Section
9.1, Compliance Sampling].

Sampling procedures for the Township’s compliance sarnpies have been miodified since the
Compliance Audit was conducted in July 2014. Presently, the Township utiizes an accredited
lab to conduct the compliance monitoring of its permitted SilJs. Either the lab or Township
staff wifi physically collect the sample. The sampls is then submitied to the fab for analysis. In
either case, the person responsible for collecting the sample completes the appropriate
portion of the Chain of Custody and then forwards it o the accredited lab for further execution
by tab personnel. Copies of fully executed Chains of Custody are maintained in the
Township’s records for sach SiU.

Township personnel were unable 1o provide documentation of any compliance inspactons at
Grove-Manitowoe Crane. The Township is required to conduct and document inspection
activities at its SiUs as required at 40 CFR 403.8(1) {2} (v}. As required at 40 CFR 403.8{f} (2}
{vii the collection of information must be performed with sutficient care as 1o producs
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evidence admissible in enforcement proceedings or in judicial actions. The Township is
required {o develop inspection documentation procedurses lo ensura that all compliance
inspections are conduciad as required, adequately documented, and that the doocumentation
is readily accessible when needed. (Section 8.2, Compliance inspeciions).

After the Compliance Audit was conducted, Anirim was able o locate one compliance
inspection report for Grove from 8-29-2012. A copy of this inspection report is included as
Exhibit 15-7 of Antrint’s response (o the Information Requirement. As referenced in the
response {o Requirement #12, effective immediately, the Township witl use a new iU
Inspection Form during the annual site inapections of the SilJs {Attachment 5. This form wilt
be used during the actual site inspection and wil serve as a checkiist to the individual
performing the inspection. The completed form will then be used to prepare the formal
industrial Inspection Report that is submitted to the SIU for signature. The Indusirial
Inspection Report form is a Microsoft Word document. After this form is completed it will be
saved electronically in the Township’s files. An electronic copy and a hard copy of the signed
Industrial inspection Report and will be kept on file al the POTW. Retention of the hard Copy
will aim to eliminate the possibility of being unable 10 access previous inspection reports due
o a change in software at the Township.

The Township is required to provide more information In iis inspection documentation so that
i is clear that the Township is adequately conducting surveillance activities in order to varify
complance with pretreatment standards as required at 40 CFR 403802}, Further, the
Township must coltect and document information with sufficient care as 1o producs evidence
adrmissible in enforcement proceedings or in judicial actions, as raeguired at 40 OFR 403 B
{2} {vil}. {Section 9.2, Compliance Inspactions).

Hefer to the response o Requirement #16 above and Attachment 5.

The file reviews revealed that the Township is inadequately reviewing all S1U self-monitoring
reports o ensure compliance with reporting requirements. The Township is required fo
improve its procedures for reviewing self-monitoring reports 1o ensure ali reporting and
effiuent violations are properly identified. {Section 8.4.1, Self-monitoring Heports),

The Township will send formal letters to each permitted SiU reftecating their seif-rmoaitoring
requirernents, dales for submitting the seli-monitoring reports 1o the Township, requirernent of
the certification statement 1o be signed by the SIU, and a reminder of enforcement actions

the Tawnship is required to take should violations occur. A copy of the ERF will be included
for their reference. This correspondence will also include a copy of their dhscharge monitoring
report (DMR) for the SIU to use when submitting their seff-monfioring data 1o the Township,

The letter wifl serve as a revisw fo Antrim Township prefreatment staff of their pearmitted 5ilis
self-monitoring requirements and the various enforcement response actions that Antrim is
required to take depending on the viclation that occurred,

Attachment 7 includes an example letler that will be sent to the permitted Sis.

The Hie reviews revealed that the Township is not adequately reviewing its compliancs
monitoring results. The Township is required to improve its procedures for reviewing
compliance manitoring reports to ensure that all violations are properly identifiad. {Saction
8.4.2, Compliance Monitoring Reponts),

In the past, the Township would somslimes verbally notify an iU of a viclation with little or
no follow-up or documentation of that notification. In an effort to improve upon the guality and
timehness in reviewing compliance monitaring reports and providing documentation of that
review, the Township's Pretreatment Coordinatar(s) intend o engage its pretreatment
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consultant to assist in reviewing Compliance Monitoring Reporis received by the Township
and to assist in identitying violations based on their review, A Compliance Monitoring Hepaort
Log will be utiized by Township staff to log the receipt, review and violation notification
means 1o belter track its compliance status of each of its 1Us. An example of this Log is
included as Attachment 8,

The Township did riot provide chain-of-custody forms and laboratory reports from the SiUs to
the auditors for review. The Township is required 10 assess all S1U selb-monitoring reports to
ensure that the SiUs' self-monitoring collection and sample analysis procadures are in
compliance with the requirements with 40 CFR Part 136 [40 OFR 403.12(gM3) and submit
this assessment to EPA Region 3. The assessment must also describe Township procedures
tor ensuring that SiUs are in compliance with sampling profocol as required at 40 COFR Part
136. The Township can conduct the assessment through careful review of the SiUs’ self-
monitoring reports or through review of industrial user documentation during the annual
nspection. if the assessment is conducted during the annual inspection then the inspaction
report must also document the assessment, {Section 9.4.3, Chain of Custody and Laboratory
Reports).

The Township obtained chain-of-custody forms (COC) and lab reports as part of its response
to #17 of the Information Reguirement. See Information Requirement Response #17 and
associated exhibits for copies of COCs and lab reports.

After notifications are sent as described in the response o Requirement #18, and the
Township begins to recelve the self-monitoring reports on the DMF form prescribed by the
Township, the Township will inifiate its assessment of SIU self-monitoring reports. it is
anticipated that the Township will perform this assessment during the annual inspection
process. The annual Industrial Inspection Report (see response fo Reguirement #16) will
include a summary of the assessment and will be updated on an annual basis to coincide
with the annual inspection.

The Township is not adequately svaluating each of #is S1Us o determine whether the SIU
needs to develop and implement a slug discharge controf plan, The Township is required {o
ensure that it has adequate procedures for evaluating and documenting the evaluation of
gach SIU's nesad 1o develop and implement a slug discharge contrel plan, Further, the
Township is required to conduct an assessment of the need for a slug discharge conirol plan
al each of its SiUs, as required at 40 CFR 403.8(H){2){vi}, and submil the assessment to EPA
Hegion 3. {Section 8.5, Siug Dischargs Control Plans).

Effective immediately, the Township will evaluate the need for a slug discharge control plan
for new Siljs during the initial industrial discharger application review process. Section G of
the Township's Industrial User Wastewater Discharge Permit Application addresses spill’slug
discharges (Attachment 2}. Reassessments of the need for a slug discharge control plan will
oeour during the annual site inspection, at the time of permif renewal, and/or as necessary
should the Township be natified by the SIU of changes that could impact the potential for a
siug discharge.

The following provides an update refative to SilUs in the Township’s service area and the
status of their slug discharge control plans.

s Grove was previously identified as requiring a slug discharge conlrol plan as
discussed in Hequirement #8. Grove has since submitted their PPC plan which
contains a section relating to sfug/spill discharges. This Flan is currently under review
by the Township {see response to Requirement #9 and Attachment 3).
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o Mouniain View Landiill submitted a copy of their PPC Plan as part of thelr industrial
User Wastewater Discharge Permit Application submittal {Attachment 4). The
Landfiifs PPC Plar is currently under review to determine if it contains the required
elements of a slug discharge control plan per 40 CFR 403 8(5{2)(viL.

»  Eldorado Stone indicated that they do not have a slug discharge controf plan per their
original I Wastewater Discharge Permit Apphoation that was submitted in 2009,
Additionally, per Part I, Section 2.F of Eidorada Stone Permit No, WWDP # 09001
{Effective 12-7-2014), Eldorado Stone is not required 1o submit a Slug/Spiti Control
Flan. However, due fo insufficient documentation indicaling why they are not reguired
to submit a stug coniral plan, the Township will issue a request for information 1o
Eidorado Stone lo provide updated information relative to Spili Prevention. The
Township will include a copy of Section G of the 11 Permit Application {Attachment 2)
1o be completed as part of the request for information.

Township personnel were unaware that the Township had an ERP. The Township is required
to implement its approved ERP when it investigates and responds 1o SIU noncompliance.
{Section 10, Enforcamant),

Though Township personnel were unaware of the ERFP when questionad during the Auds,
they have generally followed the means of enforcement action, both formal and informal
methods, when noncompliance was acted upon. Copiss of the EPA-gpproved ERF dated
1/26/2004 were distributed to the pretreatment coordinators. Effective immediataly, Antriv
Township will implement the ERP and maintain records of all noncompiiance and
enforcement actions, both formal and informal,

The file review revealed that the Township has not taken any enforcement actions for
reporting violations, effluent viclations, and failure to conduct repeat sampling after parmit
fimits are exceeded, The Township is required to corrsctly identify all viclations of its
pratreatment program and follow-up with appropriate enforcement actions in accordance with
approved enforcement response plan. {(Section 10, Enforcement).

Since the date of the Audit, Antrim has informed Grove of noncompliance both varbafly
{August 2014} and in wiiting via Notices of Violation (see Information Reguirement Hesponse
#23 and Exhibit 23-1), in general, the Township will be more vigilant in identifving vickations
of its pretreatment program and will utilize the Enforcement Response Guide provided in
Table 1 of their ERP as a means to determine the appropriate enforcement action.

The file reviews revealed that at least Grove-Manitowos Crane is in SNC for 2013, The
Township Is required to determine the appropriate actions necessary based on the SNC
status and the approved enforcement response plan. In addition, the Township is required {o
publish a public notification in a newspaper of general ciroulation that provides meaningful
public notice within the Township's jurisdiction of all SiUs in SNC as per the regulations at 40
CFR 403.8(H{2){vill} as soon as possible. Documentation of the publication must be
submitted to EPA Reglon 3. {Section 10, Enforcement).

The Township will review Grove's data from 2013 through 2018, document why they are in
SNT and determine the appropriate enforcement response based on the SNC condition,
Notification will be provided to Grove immediately upon Antrim'’s SNC determination.
Additionally, the Township will publish a public notification of Grove's SNC pursuant 1o the
regulations set forth ai 40 CFR 403.8{{2){viii} as soon as possible. Documentation of the
publication will be submitted to EPA Region 8

Eidorado Stone could also be in SNC in 2013 for tailure to sample for BOD and TSS as
required by its permit. The Township is required 10 review all the data submitted by Eldorado
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Stone and svaluate the facifity for SNC status. The Township is required to submit its SNC
determination and background data to EPA Region 3. {(Section 10, Enforcement,

The Township will review all data from 2013 through 2016 and evaluate the SIU for SNC
status. Upon completion of this evaluation, the Township wifl submit its SNC determinalion
and supporting documeniation used in making this determination to EPA Region 3.

28. The Township's data ranagement of its pretreatment program files needs 1o be improved.
The Township is required 1o review its data management procedures and ensure its
procedures are adequate to comply with the federal requirements. At a minimurn, all of the
Township's program files must be readily accessible for review. {Bection 11, Data
Management}.

With the assistance of its consuitant, the Township is in the process of implementing a more
organized approach to obtaining and managing the information/data required for
implementation of its pretreatment program. The Township is currently wilizing new forms
{inspection forms, industrial user discharge application forms, checklists, enforcement
docurnents such as NOVs, elc.) that are more comprehensive than what was used previously
to ensure all necessary information is available/obtained. The Township will keep both
glectronic and hard copies of its prefreatrment program implementalion documents,
compliance monitoring results, correspondence, inspection reports, etc. 1o minimize the
possibility of losing documents via software changes and o provide for easy access 1o the
documents for the pretreatment coordinator(s} and regulatory officials, Hard coples of the
aforementioned pretreatment docurents wifl be kept in a single location {i.e. one filing
cahinet designated for pretreatment docurnentation only) at the POTW.

27. The interview revealed that the Township does not have procedures for evaluating CB
requests. The Township is required to comply with the requirements at 40 GFR 403.14 the
Township must have a formal process that provides for staps to accept, process, and
manage such claims in the future. {Section 11, Data Management),

The Township will utilize its open records poficy (a.ka. right-to-know) as its mechanism for
evaluating CBI requests. The Township and Authority have both adopted Right-to Know
(RTK} Policies and designated RTK officers that process the requests. When a HTK request
is received by the Township that may contain confidential information, the RTK officer wil
remove any material classified as confidential prior to releasing the records for review.

28. The Township is accepting electronic self-monitoring reports from iis SiUs even though the
Township has not been approved by EPA to do so. If the Township wants o accept electronic
reports {which includes pdf files submitted by email} it is required 1o collect hardcopy reports
(including original signature) from aft SiUs until the Townshipy has been approved {6 accept
electronic reporis; notify EPA’s Office of Environmental information that the Township is
racaiving electronic reporting; and follow up with ali applicable standards and reguirermnents
rafated to receiving such raports. {Section 11, Data Management).

Effective immediately after completion of the Audit, the Township eliminated accepling
slectronic seif-moritoring reports from its Silis and began coflecting hardcopy reports.
Should the Township desire fo accept electonic reporits, the Township acknowledges that
they are required to receive EPA-approval in order to do so and follow the requirements
under 40 COFA Part 3 (Cross-Media Electronic Reporting Regulation, CROMERR).
12.2 Recommendations

28, The Township has adopted several of the optional streamlining rule prefreatment program

provisions but has not developed SOPs for the provisions. It is strongly recommended that
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the Township review its SUO and develop SOPs for all of the optional provisions that have
been adopled to ensure consistency in implementation. {Section 4.1, Optional Streamiining
Pratreatment Program Provisions),

The referenced "Section 4.1, Optional Streamiining Prelreatment Program Provisions™
refative to this Recommendation is not provided in the Pretreatment Compliance Audit
Summary Report. However, the Township will review jts SUQ and evaluate the need to
develop SOPs for the aplional strearmiining rule provisions that have been adppted 1o ensure
congistency in implementation.

30. Township personnel stated that they sent out industrial waste surveys o all cormynercial and
nondomestic users in thelr service area in 2000, The Township should continue to review
new business license applications and changes at existing businesses 1o ersure that i is
aware of any new SIUs that must be regulated under its pretreatment program. {Section 6,
Nondomestic Discharger Identification Characterization).

Acknowledged. The Township will continue to review new business license applications and
changes al existing businesses fo identify 1Us that might be subject to their prefreatment
program.

31, Both permits reviewed specified that the dischargers are required 1o notify the Township i
there are increases in production. It is strongly recommaendad that the Township revige iis
notification of significant change statement to incorporate any changes in production.
{Section 7 6, Notification of Significant Change).

Since the date of the Audit, the Township has begun using a new discharge permit form Hed
“Authorization fo Discharge Wastewater” for its Sills. The “Report of Changed Conditipns”
section of the new U form addresses the recommended revision to fts notification of
significant change statement. The language used in the new U permits is as follows:

‘3. Report of Changed Conditions:

{a} Grove shall nolify Antrim Township in writing at least 30 da ¥s in advance prior ip the
discharge of a new wastestream andior any substantial change in the volume or
character of pollutants in the discharge to the wastewater conveyance syslem in
accordance with 40 CFR §403 12} and §111.35 of the Antrim Township Cotde. A new
waslesireamn shall be considered any wastestream resulting from the manulactring,
packaging or processing of any product that has not been manufactured, packaged or
processed within the last sixty (B0) work days by Grove that wifl be discharged into the
Antrim Township wastewater conveyance system. Written notification from Grove shall
include: identification and estimated guantities and concentrations of the substances in
the wasle stream, estimation of specific waste stream flow, and estimation of waste
stream discharge time. Antrimt Township reserves the right io require additional
monitoring of wastewater discharges by Grove in the event that Antrim Township
determines that such is necessary.

{bi Antrim Township may require Grove fo undertake a compatibilify study to
demonstrate to the satisfaction of Antrim Township that the wastewater to be discharged
is compatible with the POTW treatment plant, will not affect any requirements imposed
upon Antrim Township (including siudge disposal requirements) and will not athveraaly
affect the POTW. Significant changes include, but are not fimited 1o, flow increases of
26% or greater, and the discharge of any previously unreported pofluianis.”

32. The Township does not use parmit tact sheats. It is strongly recommended that the Township

devetop permit fact sheels for each Sl of zero-discharging ClU. (Section 7.7 Fact Sheats)
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Effective immediately, the Township will use permit fact sheets for each SitJ or zero-
discharging CIU. The Township will utilize the "Permit Fact Sheet Template” provided in
Appendix D of EPA’s Industrial User Permitting Guidance Manual (September 2012) as its
standard and will modify it to each specific industrial user to best suil their needs. A copy of
the Parmit Eact Sheet Template is included under Attachment 9,

Since reliance on electronic coples of inspection reports has failed, it is recommended that
the Township maintain paper copies of all docwmnentation required to meet tederal and local
pretreatment program requirements, (Section 9 .1, Compliance Sampling).

The Township wifl maintain paper copies of all documentation required to meet federai and
local pretrealrment program requirements. See also response 10 Heguirement #28.
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